In looking over a recent issue of the Dental Cosmos and reading a lengthy paper pertaining to the treatment of pyorrhea alveolaris, written by a prominent member of the profession, giving his treatment in full, very elaborate, displaying unquestionable ability as a writer, and extensive familiarity with remedies; but so seriously deficient in correct features of a right conception of the disease and conservative treatment for relief and cure, as I view the subject, I have decided to discuss this much abused subject, and will, instead of mentioning more than seventyfive remedies, as in the paper above referred to, for treatment of the disease, name less than half a dozen (quite sufficient) including forceps and scalers, important factors in treating cases of long standing.
In looking over some dental journals one rainy afternoon not long since, I recorded in less than two hours' time more than a hundred remedies suggested and advocated by sundry writers and practitioners of dentistry in the treatment of pyorrhea. I paused to reflect and was amazed at so extravagant a mention of remedies, and so dissimilar in properties, the like never known or heard of before in the practice of dentistry or medicine. I felt not only amazed, but must candidly confess I was disgusted and wished truly that better judgment should prevail to guide in practice. But when I read the paper in Dental Cosmos, and noted the mention of more than seventy-five remedies by one practitioner (and he a professor in a dental college) I considered the climax as to enumeration of remedies had been reached and it was time to call a halt.
You can imagine my surprise and non-acceptance of such a line of remedies and treatment for a single disease, a disease simple and controllable, possibly of more frequent occurrence than any disease known and treated by the dental or medical profession. My greater surprise was that editors (practicing dentists) in charge of dental journals will permit articles so extreme and impractical to be published. Certainly no good can be effected by them. Less writing and discussing for notoriety, and more for practical benefit would doubtless profit us more. The paper in question enumerating so many remedies is ably and well written, and valuable in some respects, but is far short of the mark in a practical point of view in reference to treatment of pyorrhea. The 
